tion of the plutonium in power reactors, converting its energy content in tricky. The disposal options would throw away the plutonium's energy < Since plutonium is more expensive to use as nuclear fuel than widely a" low-enriched uranium, either the use or the disposal options would re subsidy. The different signals relating to civilian nuclear power that w sent by using excess plutonium or throwing it away are discussed in moi below.
U.S. and Russian Contexts. It is possible—even likely—that the approaches to long-term plutonium disposition will be different in the States and Russia. The risks involved in storing, handling, processii transporting plutonium are much higher in Russia under present circum and the two countries' economies and plutonium fuel policies are d: Most of the key officials responsible for these issues in the Russian gov( strongly prefer options that use surplus weapons plutonium to generate < ity in reactors; it would be difficult to convince Russia to pursue disp< tions in the near term (though perhaps not impossible, particularly w ficient financial incentives).
Although U.S. and Russian disposition approaches may differ, roug lelism in the timing and scale of long-term disposition would be desir that both nations' available plutonium stocks would remain comparabl long-term disposition, neither nation's excess plutonium should be muc accessible for use in weapons than the other's.
While the United States and other industrialized countries cannot particular disposition options to Russia, they will have a significant ir on Russian decisions in a variety of ways—ranging from simply setting ample on the one hand, to financial assistance, negotiated agreements tc particular approaches, or outright purchase of former Soviet weapon nium on the other.
Other Forms of Military Plutonium. The primary focus of this repo excess weapons plutonium resulting from arms reductions, which is ini the form of pits from dismantled nuclear weapons. Both the United St; Russia, however, also have large quantities of military plutonium in sc residues from past operations of their nuclear weapons complexes, which are also likely to be considered excess. Although the amount c nium in these forms is smaller than the amount in pits that will resi arms reductions, the volume is much greater; the variety of forms of rm wide; and the environment, safety, and health (ES&H) risks are substa
Safeguards for Materials Characterized as Measured Discards," Journal of Nuclear Management, May 1991.or the state from whoseone means of meeting that to go further and elimi the excess weapons plutonium completely or nearly so would not be justirheads and Fissile Materials in Ukraine and Russia," Union of Concerned Scientists, September 22, 1993. the committee believes the United States should begin to discuss it with Russia. It should be remembered, however, that even after such consolidation, a number of facilities would remain at which working stocks of fissile materials would have to be accounted for and secured.e that deposited the plutonium could withdraw it at will for peaceful purposes, or whether the storage organization would have authority to approve or disapprove withdrawals—were among thea possible "international management regime" for
